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sastra", but its short title, is "Yijnrtnakaya iastra'5 as in
our pilgrim's translation here. The treatise is one of the
Six Pada (Tsu) called Abhidharnia sutra of the Sarvasti-
vadin School, and it was considered by the Vaibhashikas
as canonical, but by the Sautrantikas as only the work of
a bhikshu. Yuan-chuang, it will be noticed, calls the
author an arhat, but in other places he is merely a bhik-
shu or sthavira. The work is a tedious argumentative
treatise combating the views of a Moginlin who denied
the reality of the Past and the Future, and arguing against
other tenets apparently held by other early Buddhists.
Our pilgrim's statement that it denied the Ego and the
non-Ego, or "I and men", is a very unsatisfactory one.

The treatise by Gopa mentioned in the present passage
does not seem to be in the Chinese collections of Buddhist
works, and nothing is known apparently about the author
or his work As Devasarman is supposed to have lived
about 400, or, according to some, about 100 years after
the Buddha's decease Gopa must have lived about the
same time.

At this large monastery also, Yuan-chuang proceeds to narrate,
Hu-fa (Dharmapala) P'usa once held a discussion for seven days
with 100 Hmayana sastra-masters and utterly defeated them.
In this district, moreover, the Buddha lived for six years preach-
ing and teaching. Near the tope which commemorated his stay
and work and which stood near the large monastery was a mar-
vellous tree; it was six or seven feet high. This tree had been
developed from a tooth-stick which the Buddha after using it
had cast down. The tooth-stick took root and grew and nou-
rished, and it still remained a tree in spite of the persistent efforts
of heretics to cut it down and destroy it.

The Tooth-stick tree of this passage was above 70 feet
high according to the Life and the Fang-chih. Pa-hsien,
it will be remembered, has a similar story about his city
of Sha-ki, and there the tree, as in our text, was only
seven feet high.

Cunningham thinks he proves that the Pi-sJio-ka of
ViSoka (?) of Yuan-chuang is the Sha-ki (or Sha-ti) of